Evidence for Defence.
Dr William Ainslie
Supposing after four days he passed l/33rd of a grain, what
do you think he would have taken four days previously 1—We have
absolutely no data upon which we can go to say.
Are you familiar with a paper written by Sir William Will-
cos in 1917 on arsenic to be found in urine some days after the
administration of arsenic?—That paper was written on the ab-
sorption of salvarsan. I am not familiar with that paper. I
knew before I came to this Court that Sir William Willcox had
made a number of tests.
And did you know that he had made a particular study of
traces to be found in urine after arsenic had been administered
some days previously]—After salvarsan had been administered.
That includes arsenic1?—Yes, but there is no comparison. You
cannot compare the results.
If Sir William Willcox says you can, do you say you cannot?
—Most certainly I do, because the salts are quite different. Sal-
varsan is an extremely soluble salt and the other is extremely
insoluble.
And may I take it from you that the tests of Sir William
Willcox are quite unreliable1?—Oh, certainly not.
Do you say that the evidence given by Sir William Willcox as
to the amount of arsenic found in the urine after the administra-
tion of arsenic is all incorrect?—I have not said so; but he said
it was done through using salvarsan; when he used salvarsan one
cannot compare the results.
Then you differ from Sir William Willcox in that?—The one
is injected into the veins and the other is taken into the stomach,
unless he says he does it with oxide.
Do you know he has also tested white arsenic?—No; if he
says so I agree.
Do you know that these results are found in white arsenic
as well ? If he says he has done it with white arsenic would you
accept it?—Yes; I always accept an expert.
And do you agree that Sir William Willcox is the greatest
authority on arsenical poisoning?—Yes; at least I do not know
any better; I cannot think of anybody better known. The margin
allowed for arsenic as an impurity in bismuth by Act of Parlia-
ment is very small, but it does not follow that those Acts passed
during the war are still operative. If it is stated in Taylor that
the limit of arsenic allowed in bismuth should be two parts of a
million, I should say if used with a greater margin of arsenic it
was improper. But then there is a law stopping men driving motor
cars beyond a certain speed, but it is not always observed. What I
mean is, to put it shortly, those laws were very special during the
war. I do not dispense my own medicines. I do not think it is
right to cast any slur on Dr. Hincks's dispensing. I know
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